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CALL TOORDER

Legal notice having been given, thismeeting of the California State Park and Recreation Commission was
calledto order at 9:03 a.m. by Commission Chair Bobby Shriver. Chair Shriver asked Vice Chair
Eastwood to introduce the commissioners present. The Chair then introduced agendaitem 2, followed by
items 3 and 4, then returning to agendaitem 1.

AGENDA ITEM 2:
CHAIR'S REPORT/RECOGNITIONS

2A: Adoption of aresolution in support of the California Children’s Outdoor Bill of Rights

Chair Shriver announced that the commissionerswere pleased to beformalizing their support for the
CdliforniaChildren’sOutdoor Bill of Rights. The Chair then asked Commissioner Caryl Hart to read
excerptsfrom the Commission resolution in support of thisimportant initiative. Commissioner Hart read
excerptsfrom theresolution, noting Governor Schwarzenegger’s proclamation of July 6th, 2007 supporting
the Children’sOutdoor Bill of Rights, and recognizing that CaliforniaState Parkswasthefirst state de-
partment to jointhe Governor in endorsing it. Commissioner Hart then moved that the resol ution to support
the CaliforniaChildren’s Outdoor Bill of Rights be adopted by the Commission and presented to California
State Parks Director Ruth Coleman. Second Commissioner Kautz. The commissionersvoted unanimously
to approvetheresolution in support of the CaliforniaChildren’s Outdoor Bill of Rights.

Chair Shriver and Vice Chair Eastwood affixed their signaturesto acopy of the Commission resolution
supporting the CaliforniaChildren’s Outdoor Bill of Rights, and State Parks' Deputy Director of Communi-
cations Roy Stearnsorchestrated an opportunity for thetel evision and newspaper photographersattending
the meeting to photograph the commissioners presenting the signed resol ution to California State Parks
Director Ruth Coleman. Vice Chair Eastwood noted that the California Children’s Outdoor Bill of Rights
was particularly important in the current eraof computersand television.

Commissioner Jack Baylisasked if California State Parkswould be developing an action planrelated to
the CaliforniaChildren’sOutdoor Bill of Rights. Director Coleman responded that the CaliforniaChildren’s
Outdoor Bill of Rights had been created by the California Roundtable on Recreation, Parksand Tourism,
and as such possessed a scope much broader than the involvement of California State Parks. Director
Coleman noted that while California State Parkswasthefirst state agency to adopt the Bill of Rights,



other state agenciesand local governmentswould aso be adopting it. The Director noted that the Bill of
Rightswould play animportant role at the upcoming National Association of State Park Directors confer-
ence, and that the National Park Servicewould a so be considering the adoption of asimilar initiative.
Director Coleman stated that while Californiawas|eading theway, it was State Parks’ desirethat the
Children’sOutdoor Bill of Rightsbecome anational movement that would serveto remind parentsto take
their children outdoors, and to remind all citizens of the benefits of outdoor play.

Commissioner Warren noted that shewould liketo present the Children’s Outdoor Bill of Rightsto the
Leagueof CaliforniaCitiesto increase awareness of the movement among local governments. Commis-
sioner Warren noted that she had been successful in promoting her community’s“Healthy Fontana” pro-
gramto Riverside County asawhole, and that she hoped to do the samewith the Bill of Rights. Commis-
sioner Warren also stated that shethought the Bill of Rightswasfantastic.

Director Coleman noted that Governor Schwarzenegger had demonstrated great |eadership in adopting the
Children’sOutdoor Bill of Rights, and that it wasthe hope of everyoneinvolved that all cities, counties, and
even other stateswould follow inadopting and promoting thisor similar initiatives.

Commissioner Sophia Scherman stated that she had been discussing the Children’s Outdoor Bill of Rights
with Commissioner Warren, and that they proposed that it be presented to the League of CaliforniaCities
at theleague' sgeneral conferencein Sacramento in September 2007. Chair Shriver stated that it would be
agood ideafor Commissioners Scherman and Warren to make such a presentation.

Letter from Speaker of the Assembly Fabian Nufiez requesting Commission support of Assem-
bly Bill 576 — Chair Shriver noted that on August 22, 2007, the Commission received aletter signed by
Speaker of theAssembly Fabian Naiiez and over 40 statelegidators requesting the Commission’s support
of Assembly Bill 576, concerning animal feeding operationsinthevicinity of Colonel Allensworth State
Historic Park. The Chair noted that becausethisletter was not received in timeto allow adequate legal
noticefor Commission action to betaken at today’ s meeting, the commissionerswould not be ableto act
onthisrequest at thistime. Chair Shriver asked if any member of the Commissionwished to havethisitem
agendized for action at afuture meeting.

Commissioner Warren stated that shewould liketo have theitem agendized for the next Commission
meeting, but she noted that the date of the next meeting would betoo lateto affect the fate of the pro-
posed bill during the current legidative session.

Director Coleman noted that the next meeting of the Commission was scheduled for October 13th, 2007,
and that thiswould be day 29 of the 30 daysthe governor hasto either sign or veto bills, and that whilethis
date would be after the legidlature had recessed it would be prior to the date that final actionsmay be
taken by the governor. Director Coleman stated that thisitem woul d be agendized for the next Commission
meeting. She added that the Speaker requested that the | etter be read into the record of today’s meeting.

Chair Shriver asked for clarification regarding what could be donewith theletter at today’ s meeting.

State Parks Genera Counsel Bradly Torgan replied that the commissioners could discussthe content of
theletter but could not take any action.

Chair Shriver stated that the | etter would be inserted into the record of today’ s meeting. The Chair added
that he believed the Commission had expressed in the past that Colondl Allensworth State Historic Park
wasavery important park and that the Commission fully supported effortsto preservethe park, itshistory
andtraditions. Chair Shriver reiterated that he believed the Commission’s position had been madeclear in
the past and that thisremained the position of the Commission on the matter.

Commissioner Warren noted that the Chair’ s statement was correct, and that when thisissue had been
discussed previoudly there had been agreement that efforts must be made to stop what Commissioner
Warren referred to as attacks on state parksthat result in their being ravaged and remodeled in away that
peoplewould not be allowed to utilize those parks.



Chair Shriver noted that the letter from Speaker Nufiez would be entered into the record and agendized for
action at the next Commission meeting.

Letter from the Califor nia Boating and Water ways Commission — The Chair announced that the
Commission had received aletter from the CaliforniaBoating and Waterways Commission requesting a
meeting to discusswhat was categorized as common interests amongst the two commissions. Chair
Shriver asked Director Coleman to provide asummary of thisrequest.

Director Coleman stated that the Boating and Waterways Commission had requested that two members of
the State Park and Recreation Commission meet with two of their membersto discussthe $26 million
California State Parksreceives each year from the state Harbors and Watercraft Fund to help pay for
operation and maintenance of state parkswith boating facilities. Director Coleman noted that Commission-
ersJack Baylisand Acquanetta\Warren had volunteered to participatein such ameeting.

Chair Shriver acknowledged that Commissioners Baylisand Warren would act as Commission representa-
tivesto ameeting with membersof the CaliforniaBoating and Waterways Commission.

Climate Change— Chair Shriver introduced Commissioner Caryl Hart to addressthe Commission re-
garding climate change and California State Parks.

Commissioner Hart stated that since the Commission’slast meeting in Sebastopol she had beenworking
with Director Coleman and State Parks staff on theissue of climate change, particularly asit applied to
Cdlifornia State Parks and the plans of other public land agencies. Commissioner Hart noted that with the
assistance of Michael Harris, State Parks Deputy Director for Policy and Strategic Planning, significant
accomplishments had been achieved, including the planning of asymposium to be conducted in conjunction
with the Center on the Environment of the University of CaliforniaBerkeley’sBoalt Hall School of Law.
Commissioner Hart noted that the symposium would bring together | eading academicians, representatives
from private foundations, and public land managersto discussresponsesto climate change. She also noted
that the State Park and Recreation Commission would bediscussing climate changein detail at itswork-
shop on October 13th, 2007. Commission Hart noted that California State Parksintended to position itself
asaleader in addressing the challenges of climate change, and she thanked Director Coleman for recog-
nizing theimportance of thisissueto thefuture of California snatural and cultural resources.

Director Coleman noted that the Berkeley symposium would take place on November 15th, 2007, and she
called thecommissioners' attention to astaff memo on climate change which each of them had received.

Chair Shriver noted that it wasimportant to publicize the symposium and other events so interested mem-
bers of the public could attend.

Commissioner Hart stated that a climate change section should be established on the State Parksweb site
so that the various department initiativesand planswould be availablefor public review.

2B: Recognition of Employee Retirements

Chair Shriver asked Commissioner Gail Kautz to read the names of staff memberswho had recently
retired from California State Parks. Commissioner Kautz noted that in addition to their many years of
serviceasemployeesof CaliforniaState Parks, many of theseindividualshad also volunteered timein
what could only be described asalabor of love. Commissioner Kautz expressed the Commission’s appre-
ciation to thefollowing individual sfor their many years of dedicated service:

Michael E. Brousard, Orange Coast Digtrict .........ccccceuenee... 30years, 7 months
Michael Coopman, North Coast RedwoodsDidtrict ............ 10years, 9 months
M. Pauline Grenbeatix, MUSEBUM SEXVICES ........cccoeveereenene 28years, 5 months
Gilbert A. McKinnon, Colorado Desert Didtrict................... 6years, 1 month

LindaM. Pastrone, Northern Communications Center ........ 10years, 9 months



Eileen Pope, SierraNevadaConservancy ..........ccccceeevenene 23 years, 8months

Mark R. Purkeypile, Capital DiStrict .........ccocereeieeiciienene 8years, 11 months
SteveJ. Radosevich, Grants& Local Services................... 20years, 10 months
SamF. Rich, Jr., North Coast RedwoodsDistrict................ 30years, 1 month
DiannaTaylor, Business& Fiscal Services.........cccooeuenee. 32years, 3months
Albert G Vasquez, Marin DIStriCt ........cccceveneneeicicnene 20years, 6 months
LauraM. Wagner, Business& Fiscal Services.................... 22 years, 7 months
William Walton Jr., Russan River DIstrict .........cccceeeiiennee 26 years, 7 months
Oscar E. Warner, Capital DISICt ........ccoooererieeieieiciene 11 years, 3months
WayneWoodroof, Planning DiviSion ..........cccceeeeeeeicnienene 32years, 2 months
Tom E. Wunder, Contracts & Asset Management .............. 22 years, 11 months
SteveM. Yamaichi, Off Highway VehicleDivision ............. 30years, 7 months

Chair Shriver stated that he wished to personally recognize Wayne Woodroof, retiring Planning Division
Chief, for being aterrific person and for hisperfect serviceto the Commission and citizensof California.

AGENDA ITEM3:
APPROVAL OF SPECIAL REDWOOD GROVES

Chair Shriver asked Commissioner Sophia Scherman to read the special redwood grove requests. Com-
missioner Scherman acknowledged thefollowing groves:

Asrequested by Save-the-Redwoods L eague:

Shirley & Farrel Schell Family Grove
in Navarro River Redwoods State Park
Mr. and Mrs. Farrel L. Schell, donors

Asrequested by SempervirensFund:

Peachy and Herb CummingsMemorial Grove
in Big Basin Redwoods State Park
Rick and Roberta Cummings, donors

LaurieC. Duncan Memoria Grove
in Butano State Park
Duncan Family and Friends, donors

Robert and Carol Mathews Memorial Grove
in Butano State Park
Carol Mathews, donor

Gerritand MerleWiersMemoria Grove
in Butano State Park
Carol Mathews, donor

Catherine M athews Smith and John Christopher Mathews Memoria Grove
in Butano State Park
Carol Mathews, donor

Circleof Circles, Mary and John Felstiner
in Castle Rock State Park
Mary and John Felstiner, donors



Jm*“Skip” CadileMemoria Grove
in Castle Rock State Park
Cadile Family and Friends, donors

Jo R. Drechder Redwood Grove
in Big Basin Redwoods State Park
Bernadette Drechsler Family and Friends, donors

Richard and Emmy Lou Levin Family Grove
in Big Basin Redwoods State Park
Mr. Sydney Levin, donor

Gilliland-Turner Family Grove
in Big Basin Redwoods State Park
Mr. and Mrs. Clinton R. Gilliland, donors

L. Leo and Ruth Taub Memorial Grove
in Big Basin Redwoods State Park
Ruth Taub Estate, donor

SierraPacific Region Soroptomist Challenge Grove
in Big Basin Redwoods State Park
Serra Pacific Region of Soroptomist International, donor

SierraPacific Region Soroptimist Grove X
in Big Basin Redwoods State Park
Serra Pacific Region of Soroptomist International, donor

Chair Shriver asked for amotion to approvethese grove dedications. The commissionersvoted unani-
mously to adopt the resol utions establishing these specia redwood groves.

AGENDA ITEM 4
DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Chair Shriver introduced California State Parks Director Ruth Coleman to present her Director’sReport.

Director Coleman called thecommissioners' attention to the printed copy of her report, which provided
updateson current activitiesat California State Parks. Director Coleman thanked Roy Stearns, State
Parks Deputy Director of Communications, for thequality of thereport.

The Director noted that State Parkswould be providing the commissionerswith aquarterly calendar of
special eventstaking place at State Park System units, so that commissioners could participatein these
eventsif desired. The Director added that it was always nice to have commissioners present at dedication
ceremonies, ribbon cuttings, and thelike.

Budget Update— Director Coleman stated that rather than review information provided in thewritten
report shewould present abrief update on the next year’s budget for California State Parks. The Director
noted that State Parks had been treated very well by both the governor’sadministration and the state
legidature, inthat itsoperating budget for the coming year had remained intact. Director Coleman added
that reductions of over $700 million were expected but that no decisionsregarding thishad yet been made.
The Director noted that State Parks received a$20 million budget reductioninfiscal year 2002-2003,
which madefor an already-low budget, but that this earlier reduction had to some extent compensated for
by anincreasein park user fees. Director Coleman added that there were now fewer opportunitiesto
increase user fees because State Parks was at apoint where feeincreaseswould result in lost revenue as
increased feeswould result in fewer usersvisiting parks. She noted other types of cost reductionsthat
could take place, including restricting equi pment purchases, reducing ongoing maintenance, reducing num-



bers of seasonal staff, and keeping open staff positionsvacant longer. Director Coleman noted that if the
reductionsin thefinal budget were significant enough, State Parkswould haveto consider reductionsin
park operating hoursor perhaps even consider the closing of some parks. The Director added that State
Parkswould do everything possibleto keep parks open and that closing parkswould be only alast resort,
though thefinal budget would haveto be approached redlistically. Director Coleman emphasized that while
State Parkswould befacing an extremely challenging budget situation in the coming year, at the current
time no decisions had been made. The Director concluded her report.

Chair Shriver asked if therewere any questions on the Director’s Report.

Commissioner Sophia Scherman asked what would become of staff employed at parksthat could face
reductionsin operating hoursor closure.

Director Coleman replied that the process of laying-off staff takesabout 18 monthsto implement, so that
inorder torealizeimmediate savings staff would be moved from one park to another. The Director ex-
plained that thiswould be possible because there currently exist alarge number of vacant staff positionsas
aresult of retirementsand loss of staff to local government jobswhere the compensation isoften greater
than in statejobs. She added that budget reductionswould haveto be extensive before State Parks
reached a point wherelayoffswould need to be considered.

Commissioner Gail Kautz asked if anannual, itemized list of land acquisitions, whether by purchase or
donation, could be provided to the commissioners.

Director Coleman stated that alist of acquisitionswould be provided to the commissioners. Shealso noted
that during the previousyear State Parks added approximately 1,300 acresto itstotal of approximately 1.5
million acres. The Director added that property isoccasionally deeded to State Parks by methods other
than purchase, and as an example she cited Fort Ord propertiesthat were given to State Parksby the U.S.
government. Director Coleman noted that property acquisitions pose special challengesfor State Parksin
that the department empl oysasitsguiding principlethe philosophy of thinking seven generationsahead.
The Director explained that the question of whether or not to purchaseland for preservation whena
means of managing new land does not exist makesfor apublic policy challenge. She elaborated by provid-
ing the example of the acquisition of Point Lobosduring the Great Depression—atimewhen State Parks
had virtually no funding for managing new properties, but when land wasrelatively inexpensive. For this
reason alarge number of valuable additionsto the State Park System were made during the Great De-
pression. The Director suggested that everyonewas grateful for Point L obostoday, even though many of
the properties acquired during the depression were not devel oped as parks or opened to the public until
many years—in some cases decades— after the propertieswere acquired. Director Coleman reiterated
that thisisachallenge State Parks must face when using bond funding to acquireland for which no man-
agement mechanism currently exists, adding that this question arose when addressing the Harmony prop-
erty on the agendaof today’s meeting. Director Coleman added that State Parks must continually balance
itsduty to preserve propertiesfor thefuturewith thereality of today’sbudget restrictions.

Chair Shriver asked if therewere any other questions on the Director’s Report. There being none, the
Chair asked Director Coleman if any scenariosfor closing parkswere being devel oped in conjunction with
the budget process. The Chair added that asthe commissionersrepresented the public, aknowledge of
scenariosthat involved closing parks could be useful to the commissioners.

Director Coleman replied that park closure scenarios had been devel oped in the past when Governor Gray
Davishad proposed large reductionsin the State Parks budget, but that based on that closurelist the
budget cutswere substantially reduced so that park closures had not been required. Director Coleman
explained the methodol ogy employed to devel op the closurelist; the parkslisted for closurewould typically
be those with the largest gap between revenues and expenditures. She added that apark like Hearst
Castle, whichisessentially abreak even operation, would not be acandidatefor the closurelist because
closing thispark would not result in significant savings.



Chair Shriver noted that peoplewould be happy to hear that Hearst Castle would not be closing.

Director Coleman continued that State Parks' urban beacheswould likely not be proposed for closure
becausethey represent alarge source of revenue. The Director added that the parksthat are the most
likely to close are historic parkswhich have ahigh expense-to-revenueratio, in that the cost of maintaining
historic buildingsisvery high. Director Coleman explained that museums, where the doors can simply be
closed and locked, represent greater savingsthat beaches, wherethereisno practical way to prevent the
property from being used. Shereiterated that the most likely candidatesfor closure are parkswherethe
public can be physically excluded so that the stateisnot held liablefor activitiesthat take placein those
parks, and those parks which have the largest gap between revenues and expenditures.

A brief discussion took placeinvolving Chair Shriver, Director Coleman, and Commissioner Eastwood
regarding the rel ationship between the number of visitorsto apark and thefeescharged, and how this
could affect apark’ssuitability for closure. Director Coleman reiterated that it had been established that
therewas arel ationship between feesand visitation; she cited the example of Hearst Castle, wherere-
duced feesresulted in increased attendance and subsequent feeincreases resulted in reduced attendance.

Commissioner Caryl Hart noted that the California Children’s Outdoor Bill of Rights, asadopted by Gover-
nor Schwarzenegger and the State Park and Recreation Commission, listed the number one opportunity
that should be afforded children as* Discover California’'spast.” Commissioner Hart stated that museums
and historic sitesareacritical part of discovering the past, which she believed made the suggestion to
closethese parksincons stent with thisimportant initiative. The Commissioner added that she believed it
wasvery important for membersof the public to support effortsto maintain State Parks' budget at the
current level to avoid negativeimpactson childrenand al Californians.

Director Coleman stated that the discussion of park closureswas hypothetical, and that at thistimeit was
not known whether or not proposed budget reductionswould be significant enough to require closures.

Chair Shriver stated that while he understood this, he al so understood that there was an awareness
amongst the general public that therewould be reductionsin the discretionary portions of the state budget,
and that while no such measures had yet been announced, State Parks could face reductionswhich could
result in the need for park closures. The Chair suggested that |ocal support from assembly and senate
districtswould play animportant rolein State Parks’ ability to maintain itsbudget at the current level.

AGENDA ITEM 1.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE MAY 4, 2007, MEETING IN SEBASTOPOL

Chair Shriver apologized for taking thisagendaitem out of turn and asked for amotion to approvethe
draft minutes of the Commission’'sMay 4th, 2007 meeting in Sebastopol. M otion Commissioner Scherman,
second Commissioner Hart. The commissionersvoted unanimously to approve the minutes as submitted.

AGENDA ITEM5:
PUBLIC HEARING

Chair Shriver opened the public hearing portion of the meeting at 9:35 am. The Chair introduced Rick
Rayburn, Chief of State Parks Natural Resources Division, to make ashort presentation to the Commis-
siononthefirst actionitem of the agenda

ITEM5A:
Consideration and action on the Department’s recommendation to
classify and name the properties known as Estero Bluffs and Harmony Coast (Sea West)

Rick Rayburn, Chief of State Parks' Natural Resources Division, made abrief presentation to the Com-
mission on the Estero Bluffsitem. He stated that in the year 2000 California State Parksreceived titleto
355 acresalong three-and-one-half miles of coastlinein San Luis Obispo County. Mr. Rayburn explained



that earlier public meetings had resulted in the staff recommendation that this property be classified asa
state park and named Estero Bluffs State Park.

Chair Shriver thanked Mr. Rayburn and asked the commissionersif they had any questionsfor staff.
Therebeing none, the Chair then explained the processthat would be employed for calling members of
the public who wished to addressthe Commission on these action items. The Chair then called eight
registered speakers on the Estero and Harmony agendaitems.

At the close of public comment the Chair asked if there were any additional commentsor questionsfrom
commissioners, or if staff would liketo clarify or respond to any of theissuesraised by the speakers.

Mr. Rayburn responded to several concernsraised by speakers. In responseto the suggestion that park
resources could be better protected by the cultural preserveor natural preserve classifications, Mr. Ray-
burn stated that the state park classifications being proposed today werethe overall unit classifications
that would provide avery high level of protection for resourcesin these parks. He added that asgeneral
planswere devel oped for these parks consideration woul d be given to establishing sub-classifications, and
he provided the examplethat acultural preserve could be established for the archeologically rich aress.
Mr. Rayburn clarified that the classifications of cultural or natural preserve aonewould not be appropriate
for these parks given their diverse resources. Hereiterated that the appropriate classification for these
unitswould be state park, while sub-classificationswould be cons dered during the general plan process.

Mr. Rayburn then clarified that there were two actions before the Commission: The classification and
naming of the Estero property and the classification and naming of the Harmony property. Mr. Rayburn
then explained that the name Harmony Headlands was being recommended as Harmony had been the
name of the agricultural community that had existed inthe areasincethe early 1900s. He clarified that
State Parkswas aware of theimportance of recognizing the historic use of the property by Chinese peo-
ples, but that a Chinese name was not being proposed because the Chinese occupation of the areatook
place over arelatively short period of time. Mr. Rayburn emphasized that the interpretation of Chinese
history and culture would be an important aspect of devel oping thisareaasapark. He al so recognized
that the Native American namethat had been suggested for the park had never been in common use.

Atthistime Chair Shriver recognized an additional public speaker who wished to completethe statement
of an earlier speaker. After the speaker Commissioner Jack Baylis suggested that the Chair clarify that
thereweretwo actionsbefore the Commission. Chair Shriver thanked Commissioner Baylisand clarified
that the Commission would first consider the proposal to classify and namethe Harmony property as
Harmony Headlands State Park.

Commissioner Caryl Hart noted that she supported the Harmony Headlands name, in that thisname had
been suggested at local public meetings. Commissioner Hart then spoke of what she described asthe
moreimportant issue of public accessto these properties. Commissioner Hart asked Roger Lyonif the
CayucosLand Conservancy could facilitate public access by issuing temporary use permits, much asthe
L andPaths organi zation (of which Commissioner Hart isafounding member) providesaccessto State
Parks Willow Creek property in SonomaCounty.

Mr. Lyonreplied that the Board of Directors of the Cayucos Land Conservancy had discussed such a
proposal and that the Conservancy had expressed astrong interest in partnering with California State
Parksto develop public access, as had already been done at the Estero property.

Commissioner Hart thanked Mr. Lyon.

Though he acknowledged that public accesswas not an i ssue before the Commi ssion today, Commissioner
Jack Baylisnoted that theissue of accessto park propertieswasvery important, recalling the comments
of Commissioner Eastwood and othersduring the previous day’svisit to these properties.

Chair Shriver noted that the action before the Commission wasthe classifi cation and naming of the Har-
mony property, but that the Commission could direct staff to explore partnershipswith organizationslike



the Cayucos L and Conservancy, and that they could request that staff make public accessahigh priority.

Commissioner Clint Eastwood stated that as someone from outside of thelocal community, and a* hope-
lessromantic,” he supported the name Harmony for thisproperty.

Chair Shriver stated that if there was no objection hewould treat Commissioner Eastwood’scommentsas
amotion. Second Commissioner Kautz. The Commissionersvoted unanimoudy to adopt theresolution to
classify and namethe Harmony property as Harmony Headlands State Park.

The Chair then asked Commissioner Jack Baylisif hewished to direct State Parks staff to explore poten-
tial partnershipsasamethod to makethis property accessibleto the public. Commissioner Baylisreplied
that thiswashisdesire. Chair Shriver elaborated that the Commission would like staff to moveinan
expeditious manner to open thisproperty to the public. The Chair reiterated that there had been no public
accessto thisproperty sinceitsacquisition approximately four yearsago, and that any reasonabl e actions
that could be undertaken to enabl e public access should be pursued.

Bradly Torgan, State Parks General Counsel, requested clarification that the Commission action had been
to both classify and name the Harmony property as Harmony Headlands State Park.

Chair Shriver clarified that thiswas correct.

The Chair then announced that the Commission would consider action on the proposal to classify and
namethe Estero property as Estero Bluffs State Park. Chair Shriver asked if there were any comments
from the commissionersonthisitem.

Commissioner Paul Witt stated that he wished to assure the public that State Parks takesthe protection of
park resourcesvery seriously, whether they are cultural or natural resources. Commissioner Witt reiterat-
ed that the state park classification in no way lessens or endangersthe cultural resourcesfor which con-
cern was expressed by membersof the public.

Therebeing no further comments, Chair Shriver asked for amotion to adopt the resolution beforethe
Commissionto classify and namethe Estero property as Estero Bluffs State Park. M otion Commissioner
Scherman, second Commissioner Kautz. The Commissionersvoted unanimoudy to adopt theresolutionto
classify and namethe Estero property as Estero Bluffs State Park.

ITEMS5B:
Consideration and action on the Department’s recommendation to
incorporate the unit known as William Randolph Hearst Memorial State Beach
into the adjacent unit known as San Simeon State Park

Chair Shriver asked Rick Rayburn to present thisitem to the Commission.

Mr. Rayburn explained that thisaction, if adopted by the Commission, would reclassify William Randolph
Hearst Memorial State Beach asastate park and then mergethe property into the existing San Simeon
State Park on the northern San L uis Obispo Coast.

Chair Shriver then called three members of the public who had registered to addressthe Commission
regarding thisagendaitem. Oncethe public comment had concluded, Chair Shriver emphasized that he
wished to ensure that everyone who wanted to address the Commission on thisitem had done so. Once
the Chair had confirmed this, he closed public comment on thisitem. Chair Shriver then recognized San
L uisObispo Coast District Superintendent Nick Franco.

Superintendent Franco stated that he wished to clarify, in responseto public comment, that State Parks
would beretaining the name William Randol ph Hearst Memorial Beach asthe name of thislocation within
San Simeon State Park. Superintendent Franco al so noted that the former Hearst Ranch propertieswhich
were now part of the State Park System were commonly referred to asthe Hearst Coast, and that a
proposal to renamethisareaas such could be brought forward inthe future.
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Commissioner Jack Baylisrequested clarification on the action before the Commission.

Chair Shriver referred the clarification question to State Parks General Counsel Bradly Torgan. Mr. Tor-
gan stated that the proposed action would beto incorporate William Randolph Hearst Memorial State
Beach into San Simeon State Park, and to renamethe former state beach areaWilliam Randolph Hearst
Memoria Beach.

A brief discussion took place wherein Commissioner Baylis, Chair Shriver, and Mr. Torgan clarified that
the action before the Commission would makethe existing William Randol ph Hearst Memoria State
Beach part of thelarger San Simeon State Park, with the beach arearetaining the nameWilliam Randol ph
Hearst Memoria Beach.

Commissioner Baylisasked if it would be possibleto changethelarger unit’'snameto theHearst San
Simeon State Park at today’s meeting.

Chair Shriver recognized Rick Rayburnto respond to Commissioner Baylis inquiry.

Mr. Rayburn stated that it would not be appropriate to rename San Simeon State Park at today’s meeting
because that action was not noticed as being before the Commission. Mr. Rayburn added that such an
action could be taken at the Commission’s October meeting, astherewereno legal requirementsfor
naming actionsto take placeinthevicinity of the park to be named.

A discussion took place amongst Commissioners Caryl Hart, Jack Baylis, Clint Eastwood, Gail Kautz, and
Mr. Rick Rayburn regarding the use of the Hearst namefor the state park propertieson the San Luis
Obispo Coast. The discussionincluded concerns about confusing the name of Hearst Castle with other
park propertiesthat included the name Hearst, and whether or not duplicating aname conflicted with
State Parks naming policies. Rick Rayburn explained that the naming principal swere guidelinesto which
there could be exceptions, though he acknowledged that duplicative names should typically beavoided to
limit confusion amongst park users. Mr. Rayburn explained that State Parks believed therewassuch a
close geographic rel ationship between these properties, and that with thelong history of local land owner-
ship by the Hearst family, confusion would not be asignificant issue. Thediscussion included the sugges-
tion that the renaming of San Simeon State Park as Hearst San Simeon be addressed at today’s meeting.
Mr. Rayburnreiterated that the Commission could not legally take action on theissue beyond the proposal
to combine William Randol ph Hearst Memorial State Beach with San Simeon State Park as agendized.

Commissioner AcquanettaWarren noted that the names of State Park System units, the branding of
CdliforniaState Parks, werecritically important with possible budget cuts on the horizon. Commissioner
Warren stated that park unit names must be employed that will aid park visitorsin finding and using parks.

Chair Shriver suggested that if he could obtain agreement from the commi ssionersthe matter of adding
the Hearst nameto San Simeon State park would be agendized for the next Commission meeting, and that
the general feeling wasthat the use of the Hearst name —which was arecognizable brand throughout the
world —would enhance the San L uis Obispo Coast parks. The Chair also noted that the use of the Hearst
namewould help to recognizethe hard work of State Parksand many others, including the Hearst family,
to convert this property from privateto public use. Chair Shriver asked the commissionersif they agreed
that thisitem should be agendized for action at the October 2007 Commission meeting. The commission-
ers unanimously agreed (Note: The October 2007 Commission meeting was a wor kshop with no
actions on the agenda, it was not a business meeting. The Hearst/San Smeon naming item was
agendized for action at the February 29, 2008 Commission meeting).

Therebeing no further comments, Chair Shriver asked for amotion to adopt the resolution beforethe
Commission toincorporatethe unit known asWilliam Randolph Hearst Memoria State Beach into the
adjacent unit known as San Simeon State Park. Motion Commissioner Baylis, second Commissioner
Scherman. The Commissionersvoted unanimously to adopt the resol ution to incorporate the unit known as
William Randol ph Hearst Memorial State Beach into the adjacent unit known as San Simeon State Park.
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ITEM5C:
Consent ltems

ITEM5C-I:
Determination that the concession contract for the

Annenberg Community Beach Club Concession is compatible with the classification and
approved general plan for Santa Monica State Beach

ITEM5C-II;
Determination that the concession proposal for the sale of alcoholic beverages

at the Annenberg Community Beach Club Concession at Santa Monica State Beach is
consistent with Commission policy

Chair Shriver announced that there were two consent items before the Commission relating to conces-
sionsat SantaM onica State Beach. The Chair noted that the Commission Concessions Committeetypi-
cally makesrecommendations on theseitems, and he asked Commissioner Jack Baylisto comment.

Commissioner Baylis stated that he wished to take the concessionsitems off consent.

Chair Shriver asked if Commissioner Bayliswould liketo comment on theitemsor hear from staff. Com-
missioner Baylisreplied that hewould liketo havetheitemsintroduced by staff.

Chief Deputy Director Paul Romero spoke on behalf of State Parks' Concessions Division. Mr. Romero
explained that these itemswere being presented to the Commission at the request of the City of Santa
Monica, which operates Santa M onica State Beach under an |ease agreement with State Parks. He
explained that the requestswereto authorize bidsfor concession operations at Santa M onica State Beach.
Mr. Romero noted that the current concession agreement with the city would be expiring in the near
future, and that as part of anew agreement, the city was requesting permission to establish anew conces-
sion at the beach that would include the operation of acafé. Mr. Romero added that the second item on
today’sagendawas arequest to allow for the sale of beer and wine at this same concession.

Chair Shriver stated that it was his understanding that the new concession would allow the City of Santa
Monicato operate acaféwithin the new Annenberg Community Beach Club facility. Mr. Romeroreplied
that thiswas correct, but that he was not aware of whether the city would operate the concession or
contract with another entity. Chair Shriver, whoisamember of the Santa M onica City Council, stated that
it was hisunderstanding that the city intended to operate the concession. Mr. Romero added that the city
had either recently rel eased arequest for proposalson this project, or would do so in the near future.

Commissioner Jack Baylisthen made hiscomments on the concession proposals. Commissioner Baylis
stated that he wished to recognize that State Parks, the City of Santa M onica, and the Annenberg Founda-
tion had worked very well together on this project. The Commissioner added that State Parks staff should
continue to monitor the project closely to ensureit follows State Parks policiesand guidelines, and that the
Commission should be made aware of the City of SantaMonica srequest for proposalsonceitisavail-
able. Commissioner Baylisadded that when the Annenberg Community Beach Club facility isopened to
the public State Parks and the commissioners should have an opportunity to beinvolved.

Chair Shriver explained that the beach club property had been unused for more than adecade, but that
through the efforts of State Parks, theAnnenberg family, and the City of SantaMonica, thefacility was
going to bere-opened asapublic beach club. The Chair noted that everyoneinvolved had great expecta-
tionsfor thefacility and the servicesit would provideto membersof the public.

Commissioner Baylisnoted that the Commission and California State Parks very much appreciated the
opportunity afforded this project by the Annenberg Foundation. The Commissioner added that he hoped
similar opportunitiescould be made availablein thefuture.

Chair Shriver also acknowledged the extensive contributionsto this project by the Annenberg Foundation,
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adding that the beach club was aterrific example of asuccessful partnership between private and both
stateand local public entities. The Chair then asked Commissioner Baylisif hewould liketo makea
motion for approval of thetwo Annenberg Community Beach Club itemson today’ sagenda. Themotion
was made by Commissioner Baylis, second Commissioner Scherman. The commissionersvoted unani-
mously to make adetermination that the concession contract for theAnnenberg Community Beach Club
Concession was compatible with the classification and approved general plan for SantaMonica State
Beach, and that the concession proposal for the sale of a coholic beverages at the Annenberg Community
Beach Club Concession at SantaM onica State Beach was consi stent with Commission policy.

AGENDA [TEM6:
OPEN PUBLIC COMMENT

Chair Shriver explained that the purpose of open public comment wasto provide an opportunity for mem-
bersof the public to addressthe Commission regarding items other than those on today’s agenda. The
Chair noted that the Commission could not take action on mattersrai sed during open public comment, and
he added that comments should belimited to i ssuesthat are under thejurisdiction of the State Park and
Recreation Commission. The Chair stated that given therelatively large number of speaker registration
formshe had received hewould be limiting each speaker to two minutes. Chair Shriver then called 28
registered speakersin the order they had registered to speak:

Assemblymember Sam Blaked ee, concerning balancing the operation of existing park facilitieswith the
acquisition of new propertiesto protect the coast and expand the state park system

DennisFox, concerning CaliforniaState Parks Central Valley Vision

Eric Greening, concerning ahabitat conservation plan for Arroyo Grande Creek/LaGrande Tract
Gewynn Taylor, concerning theremoval of treesin state parks

Betty Winholtz, concerning avariety of state park management and policy issues

Jerri Walsh, concerning eucal yptustrees at Montafiade Oro State Park

Sarah Chrigtie, concerning state park acquisition policies

Rev. Donn Ragle, concerning the CaliforniaParks Ministry

Nancy Bast, concerning removal of treesin state parks

Ray McKdlligott, concerning aproposed devel opment near amobile home park and state park property
Steve Mathieu, concerning liveweb stresming and archiving

Ben DiFatta, concering sewer devel opment in Los Osos

Dawn Borst, concering the Bayside Café concession at Morro Bay State Park

George Taylor, concerning theremoval of treesin state parks

David Weisman, concerning local concessionairesin state parks

Dr. Nell Langford, concerning Pismo Dunes Natural Preserve

Kelly Devaney, concerning Pismo DunesNatural Preserve

T. Jane Von K oehe, concerning birds

Richard Sadowski, concerning ocean pollution

ChrisAllebe, concerning feesand treesin state parks

MarlaJo Bruton, concerning sewer and septic infrastructure

Marie Smith, concerning park philosophy

LindaMerrill, concerningirrigation of alocal golf course

Joey Racano, concerning state marinereserve designations

Alon Perlman, concerning treesin state parks

MarshaL.illy, concerning the 1937 acquisition of Pismo Dunesland

SandraHedges, concerning treesin state parks

Verona ReBow, concerning Pismo DunesNatural Preserve

At the close of open public comment, Chair Shriver noted that time was short and asked staff to provide
an estimate of how much timewould be required to compl ete the remaining agendaitems. Staff member
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responsesindicated that approximately 20 minuteswould be required to completethe agenda

AGENDA ITEM7:
INFORMATIONAL ITEM: CALIFORNIA STATE PARKS' RECOMMENDATIONS
REGARDING PROPOSITION 84 EXPENDITURES

Michael Harris, State Parks Deputy Director for Policy and Strategic Planning, presented abrief overview
of the planning processemployed by State Parksto nominate projectsfor funding under Proposition 84.
Mr. Harrisemphasi zed that two over-arching goalsfor this process had been set by Director Ruth
Coleman: sustainability —the projects had to provide long-term benefits, and efficiency —the greatest
public benefit at theleast cost. Mr. Harris explained the demographic conditionsthat influenced the selec-
tion of projects, aswell asthe selection criteriaemployed, the desired outcomes, and processesthat would
be empl oyed to ensure accountability both during and after project construction. Mr. Harrisadded that as
the current criteriawere devel oped sometime ago they did not include significant referencesto climate
change; Mr. Harrisnoted that considerationsfor climate change would be added to the current guidelines.

Chair Shriver noted that the commissionershad just received the handoutsrelated to Mr. Harris presenta
tion, and that because of thishewould liketo revisit thetopic at the October 2007 Commission meeting.

Commissioner Jack Baylisstated that hewould liketo seealist of the proposed projects.

Chair Shriver agreed that hewould also liketo see alist of the proposed projects, to the extent that this
wasallowable under thelaw. The Chair a so asked that thisinformation be made available on the State
Parksweb sitein addition toitsavailability on the California Department of Financeweb site.

Mr. Harrisreplied that web linkswould be provided for theinformation.

AGENDA ITEM 8:
INFORMATIONAL ITEM:
UPDATE ON CALIFORNIA STATE PARKS’ CENTRAL VALLEY VISION

Dan Ray, Chief of State Parks' Planning Division, introduced himself to the Commission asthe staff
member replacing Wayne Woodroof. Mr. Ray then presented the commi ssionerswith abrief updateon
State Parks Central Valley Vision project. He explained that the Central Valley Vision was Director Ruth
Coleman’sinitiativeto guidethefuture of park acquisition and development in California’scentral valley.

Mr. Ray explained that the area described asthe central valley included 18 countiesfrom Reddinginthe
north to the Tehachapi M ountainsin the so uth; the areas of the valley floor with an elevation of 2,000 feet
or less. Mr. Ray noted that State Parks wasworking to enhance recreation experiences, upgrade existing
park facilities, foster partnerships, and perhaps acquire new parkland in the central valley. Heexplained
that the Central Valley Vision wasaresponseto the tremendous wesl th of natural and cultural resources
availableinthevalley and theindicationsthat the current valley population, approximately 5.5 million
people, would be doubling by 2040. He noted that whilethevalley currently ishometo 17 % of the state's
residentsit includesonly 7% of state park acreage, with most of thevalley State Park System unitscon-
centrated in the Sacramento area. He added that the Central Valley Visionincluded contributionsfrom
State Parks staff and partners, valley leaders, conservation organi zations, local government agencies, and
input from 11 public workshops conducted throughout the valley. Mr. Ray called the commissioners atten-
tionto the Centra Valley Vision report which summarized theresults of the public workshops.

Chair Shriver asked Mr. Ray to confirm that the Central Valley Vision report was available on the Internet
for membersof the public; Mr. Ray confirmed that the report was availableonline. The Chair a so sug-
gested that the Commissionrevisit the Central Valley Vision the next timethey conducted ameeting inthe
central valley. Chair Shriver also stated that hewould like to see abudget associated with the various
proposalsand goals of the Central Valley Vision. The Chair then asked if there were any commentsor
guestionsfrom commissioners.
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A brief discussion took place during which Commissioner Eastwood inquired about adonation of 240 acres
inthe central valley by The Nature Conservancy. Commissioner Eastwood noted that he would makean
inquiry directly to The Nature Conservancy for detailson thisdonation.

Chair Shriver welcomed Dan Ray to hisnew roleasPlanning Division Chief, adding that inreplacing
WayneWoodroof Mr. Ray had large shoestofill. The Chair then adjourned for a15-minute break at 11:45
a.m., noting that during thistimetheroom would be cleared of all but essential staff for the closed session.

AGENDA ITEM9:

CLOSED SESSION TO DISCUSS PENDING LITIGATION

As permitted by Government Code section 11126(e) and specifically Government Code
section 11126(e)(2)(C)(i), which authorizes a state body to confer with legal counsel when
the state body has decided to initiate or is deciding whether or not to initiate litigation,
regarding a project approved by Tulare County to allow construction of two commercial
dairy operations near Colonel Allensworth State Historic Park

Chair Shriver reconvened the Commission in closed session at noon.

AGENDA ITEM 10:
PUBLIC ACCOUNT OF REPORTABLE ITEMS, IFANY, FROM CLOSED SESSION

Chair Shriver reconvened the Commissionin open session at 12:25 p.m. The Chair asked State Parks
General Counsel Bradly Torgan to report out from the closed session.

Mr. Torgan stated that the noticed matter had been heard and discussed, and that there were no actionsto
be reported out from closed session.

AGENDA ITEM 11:
ADJOURNMENT

Therebeing no further business, Chair Shriver asked for amotion to adjourn. Motion Commissioner Baylis,
second Commissioner Scherman. Chair Shriver adjourned themeeting at 12:27 p.m.

ATTEST: Theseminuteswereapproved by the California State Park and Recreation Commissionon
February 29, 2008, at itsduly-noticed public meeting in Chatsworth, California.

By: ORIGINAL SIGNED BY Date: 2-29-08

LouisNastro

Assistant to the Commission

For Ruth Coleman, Director
CdliforniaDepartment of Parksand Recreation
Secretary tothe Commission
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